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respectfully requested. 
Rejection under 35 § 103 

part .nciuding an image ^J^Z^ *~ 
panel; and an image-sensmg part arranged o J wherein the 

sensing part Mud* a two^mensona, array of P ^ 
dismay pane, incudes a reflective d,sp,a, *on« o the array of 

a front-lighting means, the fronWightrng means arranged 
pUL. eiements on top o, *. refieCve disp,ay pane,. 

Cms 1-« were reje^ under 35 U,C , ,03 as 
Patent No. 5.977,535 to Rostoker ("Rbstoker") in ^je^^iTorTthe grounds that 
Umemoto eta, CUmemoto-). Ap P „can. traverses «^°" of obviousness wKh 
.nese references are defective in estabKshrng a pnma face case 

respect to claim 1 . 

As the PTO recognizes in MPEP § 2142: 

of nonobviousness. . . 
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♦ th P examiner has not factually supported 

Subject Matter . 

USC § 103 which provides that: 

subject matter soogW to be paen'ed ^and ^feus af me «me me 

invent was made to a P«reonna a d 
me subject matter pertains ... (Emphasis aou i 

, „H„a a claim for determining obviousness, all liffltations of the 
Thus, when evaluate a claim for an 

claim must be evaded, anda .two- 
^e-sensing display device includmg a -^"^^ display panel . and 
„,mensio„a, array o« pho,osen»ti« , elemen* on* P ^ ^ top 
a front-lighting means arranged ,n front of the array of P ^ ^ 

Cann °T tthis mutuaUy exclusive reason, the examinees burden ol « 
supportn^a^ecaseof obviousness basely no, been me, and the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103 should be withdrawn. 

2 . p rior ArtT h a,Teac h esAwa»F rom *eC,a. m e<..nven«.onCan n otb e 

Used to Establish M ^ provldlng back-lighting means to 

,„ represent case *e R ostoKer ^n- y p ^ ^ ^ ^ 

augment a visibility of an image on the LCD panel, s 
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LCD panel is transmissiye. 
not borne the initial burden of factually 

obviousness. burden of factually supporting a 

Thus , for this reason ^J^^ and the region under 35 
prima facie case of obviousness has clearly . 
U.S.C. §1 03 should be withdrawn. 

^. -« »K 0 ir intended function 
„n* nrooerly combinable tf their intena 
3 . The references are not propeny 

is destroyed ts are no t properly combinable 

« is dear that the Rostaker and ^ . f ^ 

s , nc e, ,f combined, the.r ^^J^JL -vice, as reared by the 
R ostaKer patent were modified wth *" 

transmissive LCD panel wu „ m<inted 

pane, would be diminished instead o. dearly destJ0 ys the purpose 

Thus , since this modificat»n e of 0 , dinaIy ski „ in ft. art would 
orfunrtion - ft. mention disused • 

not have found a reason to maKe the s bulden of fectuaiiy 

^s, *r this man* exCusrve ^ been met a „d the 

fe/^o r.ase of obviousness has ciedi iy 
-^r^uScToSshouidhewithdrawn. 
rejection under 35 U.b.o. 9 

apply (which is clearly not the 0386 Da 
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k ♦h.Rostoker and Umemoto patents cannot be 
exclusive, and competing reason w*y the ^oKer 
applied to re ]e ct claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

§2 142oftheMPEPalsoprov.des: _ ^ 

wm hyfhe Hypothetical W^t* Tne exam/ner rnusf 

puf as/de knowledge of the a PP »ca , as a wnol e . 

E/nds/ghf, and consider fne subjec desirabi fity 

caches or even suggests, wws u 
, Here, neither RostoKer and Urne.no o teache • ^ ^ of the 

reflective display panel, array otpno 

specify above and as claimed ,n claim ^ ^ £ ^ 

Th us. it is dear that neither paten, proves y ^ ^ ^ ^ 

art forc.mbinino the references to support 35 ^ § 
. ln lWs context, the MPEPfur.nerprov.des at 8 2 

not render the ^"^J^ZZZoon- 

suggests me Oes.rab.Uy of the con, ^sness cannot 

ln ab ove context, the courts have ^ ^ dajmed 

be established by coning. the teaching * me ^nation. 

invent, absent some teaching ««-"^~ , atMMIan arises solely from 

ln .ne present case it ,s clear that the ex^n ^ 

bindsfcht based on the Invent ^ ^ ~ » ^ , . Therefore , tor 

nation in either reference SUPP ° rtin9 3 P " ma 

fec/e case of obviousness has clearly no 
§103 should be withdrawn. 
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efiOclySlon . independent claim 1 is in condition for 

allowance. Dependent cla.ms 2-13 depend 
and therefore are allowable as well. 

drawings, therefore, no new reintroduced. 

An ear,y,or m a, notice ota.iowanceot Cairns 1-13 is jested. 
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